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duty to control the traffic. It was in
Mariemont. He saw a car with a woman
slumped over the wheel, and he pulled
into action.

He put his body over the top of the
car, rolled onto the passenger door. An
unknown bystander stood there, helped
him get into the car, and pulled up the
emergency brake. He dumped the
woman over and drove the car away
from the crowd of participants and the
crowd of runners.

I have no idea how many potential
lives Officer Lewis saved. It could have
been me, it could have been my hus-
band and my brother-in-law standing
there cheering me on at that spot, or
my dear friends that were there. Who
knows?

It’s interesting because, in a local
news broadcast back in Cincinnati, Of-
ficer Keith Lewis refused to be called a
hero—he is a hero in my book—because
he said he was doing just what he was
trained to do.

Mr. Speaker, I must respectfully dis-
agree with Officer Lewis. That man is a
hero, and the bystander that helped
him is a hero, too. Their selfless ac-
tions possibly saved countless lives and
injuries. Who knows?

I am honored, Mr. Speaker, and privi-
leged to represent folks like Officer
Lewis and that bystander in Cin-
cinnati. Thank you, Officer Lewis, for
your dedication and your outstanding
commitment to public service. Thank
you for protecting us, the runners, the
bystanders, and the volunteers. You
helped make the Cincinnati Flying Pig,
once again, a great, great marathon.
Thank you.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. RoOS-
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

ETHICS AND NO-BID CONTRACTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FLAKE. Tomorrow, I plan to
offer a privileged resolution regarding
earmarks and campaign contributions.
This will be the eighth such resolution
that has been offered.

The House leadership maintains that
this privileged resolution is a blunt in-
strument and that the Ethics Com-
mittee is not designed to deal with
issues of this magnitude. Let me be the
first to concede the point. These reso-
lutions are a blunt instrument, and the
House Ethics Committee is not de-
signed to deal with issues of this mag-
nitude. But it’s the only instrument
we’ve got.

Here’s the problem. Many of the ear-
marks that have been recently ap-
proved by the House represent no-bid
contracts to private companies. In
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many cases, executives at the private
companies and the lobbyists who rep-
resent them have turned around, have
made large campaign contributions to
the Members who secured these no-bid
contracts for them.

It would seem to me that overly bur-
dening the House Ethics Committee
should be the least of our worries here.

We’re informed that with the PMA
investigation, the Justice Department
is looking into the relationship be-
tween earmarks and campaign con-
tributions. The Justice Department
just indicted former Governor
Blagojevich, in part, based on allega-
tions of official acts promised in ex-
change for campaign contributions.
And we’re worried about overburdening
the House Ethics Committee?

Let me repeat. The House just award-
ed hundreds of millions of dollars in
the form of no-bid contracts to compa-
nies whose executives and their lobby-
ists turned around and contributed
tens of thousands of dollars to Mem-
bers of Congress who secured those no-
bid contracts. It seems to me that con-
cerns about overly burdening the Eth-
ics Committee are misplaced.

I want to applaud members of the
Democratic freshman class who have
now been subjected to intense pressure
from their leadership. These freshmen
came to this body with the bright and
untarnished respect for the institution.
The curtain has now been pulled back
and my guess is they don’t like what
they see. I know just how they feel.

I think that they know that the abil-
ity of Members of Congress to award
no-bid contracts to private companies
whose executives and lobbyists turn
around and give them campaign con-
tributions cannot be explained, let
alone justified.

I think that these freshmen and
other supporters of this resolution
fully understand that these privileged
resolutions are an unwieldy instru-
ment, but that the process these reso-
lutions are attempting to expose is not
being addressed in any other sub-
stantive fashion.

As for myself, I have been asked why
I don’t just file an ethics complaint
against an individual. This is not about
any one individual. This is not about
any one party. The practice of award-
ing no-bid contracts to private compa-
nies whose executives turn around and
make contributions to those Members
who secured the no-bid contract or ear-
mark goes on in both political parties.
Consequently, the ethical cloud that
hangs over this body rains on Repub-
licans and Democrats alike.

This is not about retribution. I feel
much the same about this issue as the
President feels about enhanced interro-
gations or torture. Let’s move on. But
let’s move on into a world in which we
understand that awarding no-bid con-
tracts to private companies whose ex-
ecutives and lobbyists turn around and
make campaign contributions to the
Member of Congress who secured the
no-bid contract is neither right nor
proper.
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Now, some may say that these con-
cerns are addressed in the earmark re-
forms that have already been adopted.
This is simply untrue. Among the tens
of thousands of earmark requests that
have been made for the coming fiscal
year are thousands of no-bid contracts
for private companies.

I'm planning to give notice, as I men-
tioned, of another privileged resolution
tomorrow, but I'm prepared to hold off
asking for a vote on the resolution
next week if the House leadership is
willing to put a stop to the practice of
awarding no-bid contracts for private
companies.

The ball is in the court of the House
leadership. If they want to continue to
defend the practice of giving no-bid
contracts to private companies whose
executives and their lobbyists turn
around and make campaign contribu-
tions to those Members who secure the
no-bid contracts, then I suppose we’ll
have to continue to use this blunt in-
strument.

Mr. Speaker, we owe this institution
far better than we’re giving it. Let’s
treat this Congress with the same re-
spect and reverence that it deserves.

——

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR FURTHER CONSID-
ERATION OF H.R. 1728, MORT-
GAGE REFORM AND ANTI-PRED-
ATORY LENDING ACT

Mr. ARCURI, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 111-98) on the resolution (H.
Res. 406) providing for further consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 1728) to amend
the Truth in Lending Act to reform
consumer mortgage practices and pro-
vide accountability for such practices,
to provide certain minimum standards
for consumer mortgage loans, and for
other purposes, which was referred to
the House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———
MISSILE DEFENSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2009, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. AKIN) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader.

Mr. AKIN. It’s a pleasure to be able
to join you this nice spring afternoon.
On a somewhat different subject than
we have talked about in the last sev-
eral weeks, the subject we’re going to
be dealing with for the next hour is the
subject of missile defense.

It’s a rather interesting story. It in-
volves some history. It also involves
some very interesting sort of political
wheeling and dealing between various
nations, and it is of particular interest
to us because it is the subject of de-
fending our homeland and our lives.

The story starts, at least as my
memory allows, going back some years,
back to a thing called the Antiballistic
Missile, the ABM Treaty of 1972. That
was an agreement between a number of
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